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ADVISORY ACTION 
Acknowledgment of Applicant's Amendments 
1 . The amendment made in Claim 1 in the After Final Amendment filed July 15, 2010 has 
not been entered because the amendment raises a new issue. Claim 1, prior to amendment, was 

not directed to alkyleneoxide adducts of xylylenediamine 'produced by reacting alkyleneoxide 
and xylylenediamine with a molar ratio [(alkyleneoxide)/(xylylenediamine)] in a range of 2 to 
16.' The amendment therefore raises issues which would require fiirther search and consideration 
to be fully considered, and the amendment has therefore not been entered. 



ANSWERS TO APPLICANT'S AMENDMENTS 
2. Applicant's arguments regarding the 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejection of Claims 1,3-4, 11 and 
16 - 22 as being unpatentable over Hata et al (U. S. Patent No. 6,033,749) in view of Hille et al 
(U.S. Patent No. 5,370,910) and Miyazaki et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,491,175) and 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
rejection of Claims 5 - 6 as being unpatentable over Hata et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,033,749) in 
view of Hille et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,370,910) and Miyazaki et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,491,175) 
and fiirther in view of Ramanathan et al (U.S. Patent Publication No. 2003/0044553 Al), of 
record in the previous Action, have been careftilly considered but have not found to be 
persuasive for the reasons set forth below. 

Applicant argues, on page 8 of the remarks dated July 15, 2010, that alkyleneoxide 
adducts of xylylenediamine produced by reacting alkyleneoxide and xylylenediamine with a 
molar ratio [(alkyleneoxide)/(xylylenediamine)] in a range of 2 to 16 are not disclosed by Hata et 
al. 
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However, as stated above, Claim 1, prior to amendment, was not directed to 
alkyleneoxide adducts of xylylenediamine 'produced by reacting alkyleneoxide and 
xylylenediamine with a molar ratio [(alkyleneoxide)/(xylylenediamine)] in a range of 2 to 16.' 
The amendment therefore raises issues which would require further search and consideration to 
be fully considered, and the amendment has therefore not been entered. 

Applicant also argues, on page 8, that the declaration submitted February 28, 2008 shows 
that various materials within the scope of Hille et al do not have the claimed gasoline 
permeability coefficient. 

However, as stated above, because the combination of Hata et al, Hille et al and Miyazaki 
et al disclose the polymers used in the making of the claimed invention, the structure and 
properties of the claimed invention are disclosed by the combination of Hata et al, Hille et al and 
Miyazaki et al. 

Applicant also argues, on page 15, that the limitations of Claims 19 - 22 are not disclosed 
by Hata et al, Hille et al and Miyazaki et al. 

However, because the combination of Hata et al, Hille et al and Miyazaki et al disclose 
the polymers used in the making of the claimed invention, and a fiiel system is disclosed by Hata 
et al, Hille et al and Miyazaki et al, the limitations are disclosed. 

Applicant also argues, on page 20, that unexpected results are provided by the declaration 
submitted February 28, 2008. 

However, as stated on page 7 of the previous Action, because the claimed polyurethane is 
taught by Hille et al, the claimed properties are taught by Hille et al. 

Applicant also argues, on page 22, that Hille et al is directed to automobile finishes. 
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However, Hille et al do not disclose that the coating is limited to automobile finishes; 
furthermore, the claimed invention, which includes 'molded parts,' does not exclude automobile 
finishes. It is noted that the phrase 'for a fiiel' is directed to an intended use and is therefore 
given little patentable weight. 

Applicant also argues, on page 22, that the intermediate layers of Hata et al, which 
comprise adhesive, were ignored in the previous Action. 

However, although the intermediate layers of Hata et al comprise adhesive, it would have 
been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to provide for the coating of Hille et al in Hata et 
al. 

3 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marc A Patterson whose telephone number is 571-272-1497. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rena Dye can be reached on 571-272-1498. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained trom the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Marc A Patterson/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1782 



